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This is in reply to your letter of , 1993, in whi~h you inquired on
behaxf of your constituent, .R.E~ Hafla, garding the Notice of Proposed Rule

.·Makix"ig (NotJ:ce). i~' .~R:.~ock~t NQ. ·94.-~35 ...57. ~R .5'4034 (19.92). rhis :Notice.· '.
.' . Pi:opo·ses·.comp·r~hcilsive' change' .' to the . {Seion • s Riiles governing the pri,jate

land mobile rad;io:s~~ices operating' the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile. radio spectrum below 512 MHz. I have enclosed for your
information a copy of that part of the Notic2 that describes the numerous
proposals, plus a discussion paper released March 1, 1993. Questions 8 and 16
of the discussion'paper sp~cifically addresses .the issue your constituent i~

most' concerned about'. 'In sum, the proposed rules would" not make any equipment
obsolete in Idaho until 2012.' .

We are sensitive to the need of users of private land mobile radio spectrum
and the impact that these proposals may have on their radio systems, including
the cost~ of required modifications. Your constituent's letter will be
included in the record of the proceeding and will be fully evaluated when ~e

develop final rules in this proceeding.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994.

t!'~k~
~~hard J. Shiben

Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
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'Dear 'DiJ;'ec:tor:
. ' . . . :. .' ".

..

.' .. .
··0· ".

.. ~ .'

Tp be ~uIIY'~e~ponsive to my constituent's.inqui~ies' and'.
concerns ,th,is .matter i'sreferred to' 'you for your appropriate .
consideration and action.

Please send a full and timely report, in duplicate, to me at
mv Idaho Falls Office, 2539 Channina Way. Suite 41=240, Idaho
Falls, Idaho 83404. The outside envelope only should be marked
ATTENTION: Dixie Richardson.

Your prompt attention is appreciated.

WL;;a
DIRK KEMPTHORNE
United States Senator

DK/dr
Enclosure:

P"IWTEO ON RECYCLED ",.,PI"
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Teton, Com~uni(;ati'ons~ lnc~ is .a small busin'essthat emp.loys 12.. pE;'"ople in
Sout~east Idaho. " .We prbvidecu"mmunications sales and service for
approximately 1000 busi~esses~ state agencies, school dist~icts and, local
g·c,lver.nment agencies in the ar.ep~ We hflve be.en in business since ·1954, and
lH~V,e· . B~.E;'·~" .ina.ny.:c,hang~s . in, the' ;cQmmunications' .industry"•. · The¢e' ch:ange~'in the
pa~t' 'ha~e'bee~' 1~i'~hemostpart bene~~c~al to the ~ndustry users as ~ whole.
HoweVer, the', prQPosed' "Spectrum Re1arming"' docket··· 92-235 will create
unacceptable cost burdens for us and our customers. This proposal goes too
far, specifically:

1st - The reduction in ef1ective radiated power here in the west is ludicrous.
How can our repeater customers afford to have their coverage reduced to 10% of
what they now have? Most all 01 our customers su11er as a result of too small
01 a coverage area now, and to reduce that further makes no sense.

;ZnJ! - To reduce bandwidth properly could have selme merit, but to reduce to the
levels proposed by the. year 1996, has terrible cost consequences. To offer one
example, we 'serve:

Snake River School District. 60 bases and mobiles
Idaho Falls District #91 109 bases and mobiles
Bonnev11le District #'ojJ 4:) bases and mobiles
Mud Lake School District 40 bases and mobiles
Fremont County Distr~ct #215 60 bases and mobiles
Madison County District #215 65 bases and mobiles

That is a total of 379 replacement units at a cost of $225,000. The
specifications of this equipment, as well as our other cuslomers equipment,
cannot be mod~fied to meet the proposal. Equipment replacement will be the
norm under the proposal.

The above school districts are just one group, and only part of the total
districts in the area of our whole ~picture that absolutely cannot afford the
expense of buying new equipment to meet this proposal. The schools take 50%
of the total state appropriations now, and the taxpayer cannot a1ford to pay
for this ~ure nonsense. TIle taxpayer would alsu have to support all state
agencies, county agencies, and city government agencies that can't afford now
to add to their systems, much less replace them!
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.. ·3rd···l·· ..·T·h~:: "·i;lIi·ov~·ti·~E?'····sh~i-·~d .~,~.~ ..~::. '158 ··chii:n-r~el:· p~':i:i:s:': f~:·::hidtib~arid "~~il"i' c'te~'t~":' ."
!'lore businesE? . for, ·Motor-ola· cHld, .' AT&T . at· '. the.· terri-ble .;. exp.e~B·E': ',ofsmal;l
~usinesses. Furth~r', . the .Co mri.·i"f3Si.:on "s' propos·al· 'to' reqliii'e :v'ertic~i channel
loading,' eli.minatethe adjacerit channel sta~ionprotection,: and e~se th~

geogra'phic spacing f·or·· frequency ·re·..:.use :wil~ e£f~ctiveiy . force .exi·sting· 'users .
.to abandon these :degraded se~vic~s in favor of sri~'s' or other carriers. Thos~.
that cannot justify the expense of moving (or staying) will.obtain service
domparable .. to the' ci tizeh' s' ba.nd. This proposalof.fers the economical'ly'
~ri~ileged·. many oppo~tunities' 'for maintaining. acceptable communications.
However, it . imposes .severe· ser.vic~ degradations ·for. those t!u~tomers.wJ:l:o r!!,main
.( ~verL .ffthey. niee1:the' neY . technicai criteria.>.~ ...andunrealisti.-oa·liY· burdens'
the privelte user-. and taxpayer s~ptiort!!,d public users with' exc~s'i:dve' migr.ation·
6osts. . . . .

Teton Communications adamantly opposes this new Part 88 as it is now proposed.

Respectfully yours,

?£~~-
R.E. Hafla


